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MEMORANDUM

T0: Don Norseth

FR0M: Stanley Green

SUBJECT: Assessment of Lower San Pitch River Systen - 1974

DATE: February 6, 1974

Attached is the assessment roll for the Lower San Pitch River System based
on the formula agreed upon; that is, half the cost based on adjusted acreage;
half the cost on the measured flow to the water users with a minimum
assessment of 95. It may be wise for a couple of years to have me do this
calculation since it is not particularly long, but it might be a little
confusing to someone nel't.

Some interesting things show on this summary; for example, with'1973 being
an extremely high water year, some of the diversions were out of proportion
to the areas irrigated under the system. The Price Diversion diverted
7846 acre ft. for 452 acres of 'land. The Drainage District measured
28,363 acre ft. for 3,881.8 acres, while Gunnison Irrigation company
diverted 36,749 acre ft. for approximately .|4,000 acres. The first
two are extremely high, but Gunnison Irrigation Company is quite realistic.
The net effect on the assessment is that lhese diveisibns of high flows
qp paying a larger proportion of the cost. Gunnison Irrigatioi Company
diverted 66 percent of the water in 1972 as opposed to 36 [ercent in'1973,
although the quantity of water was almost the same. These'extremes are
somewhat mitigated by basing part of the assessment on the acreage. I
am not entirely sure but what using acreage only might not be the fairest
method after a'll is said and done, since it wou'ld most accurately reflect
the benef!t gqined from the water diverted. We should carefu'lly-review this
with the committee each year so they understand what is happeniirg.

For this year some of the assessments will come as quite a shock; for
example, in .|973 the Price Diversion was assessed $3t.gZ. This assessmentwill be for $201.09. This is due in part to the increased budget, but
most is because they simply diverted so much water which would not be
beneficial ly used.

Please review this roll, and then if you think that we shou'ld have some
discussions with the water users before sending out the assessments,
we could perhaps contact the committee members regarding the assessment.

SG: pd Stanl ey Green a
5C,



I

\

N\\ r, \q\.q

ilN

il$

In

N



<-v?z{T.Qr SuftO;t.'
/,'o rzt .,t ezE /{.<,-.t

,zU..pth/ ,/ -
-ilL*,,-t

Ue -;-,s/3€/z 3./
-44-eP4..c

4-\.

A-/ r-r* 4"*,r7

Fruzprn4- O/su"-rVrl.u /gj..f . Z Zs

2t ze 2, u'a=sta 4 /x4- a Z 7o4

@tuN4Ge2,sqz/c7
//cs/'2-ornove frr.o-( 2 

" 
Iss. z

Eas/ Zrz/rzal/o 15-,oZ / a t a' o
7af.<Z' zgs63.z 27.ASo

,//
/.*:z 8zz.+zTztva/ae gla / ,645

fTua c /^/.2 ,/zzre aal6,/ ,/o, =/ 2, / 35g. o
z2rt 

'cs 
ba 6/"6L2'2,6 6.so6rllzruJ a.

,iVo-/4 Z ai.4
//r/eft/ /,'/-4. 4a7/.A

,7o7o z .a!/d,4 i. 2 g3
'./

/V*YrteLD /P/? /e.
rUu./4. '2,/oA
,/n- z/. zt r, 7.a r ..t V, /o /-2,'/a4

Z
2.'/-/

/./
,/ ?6.8 //.3"e5 UL %

/56 66, o
t I z-st,

36. 064

fiun r i, to,v -

{e*,e. Co.

4no,^rn/7<z
2- /-/4


